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INTERVIEW SUMMARY 



All participants (applicant, applicant's, representative, PfO pensonnel): 

(1) ^>i^A.,.i/rA >>vtAV ^ [jyA^KJ (3) 

(2 ) dMXi. AA ^ jfl^^yqj}^ (4)_ 




Type: □Telephonic [Sl^rsonal (copy is given to □applicant Bapplicant's representative). 

□ No If yes. brief description: Sa^^)^ 



Exhibit shown or demonstration oonducted: BVes □ No If yes, brief description:_J 




Agreement □ was reached. □ was not reached. 



Claim(s) discussed:. 



4^ 



Identification of prior art discussed:. 



Description^of the general nature of what was agreed to If an agreement was reached, or any other mmmpntR - i^/^gifMO^'^W\.IJLy 







(A fuller ^lescriptlon, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments, if available, which the examiner agreed would render the claims allowable 
must be attached. Also, where rib copy of the arriendments which would render the claims allowable is available, a summary thereof must be 
attached.) , 



1 



Is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the inten^iew. 



Unless the paragraph above has been checked to indicate to the contrary. A FORMAL WRITTEN RESPONSE TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION 
IS NOT WAIVED AND MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 71 3.04). If a response to the last Office 
action has are ready been filed, APPLICANT IS GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE 
SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW, 

2. □ Since the Examiner's interview summary above (including any attachments) reflects a complete response to each of the objections, 
rejections and requirements that may be present in the last Office action, and since the claims are now allowable, this completed form 
is considered to fulfill the response requirements of the last Office action. Applicant is not relieved from providing a separate record of 
the interview unless box 1 above is also checked. 



Examiner Note: You rriust sign this form unless it is an attachment to another form. 

FORM PTOL-413 (REV.1-96) 



. K/Janual of Pest ntEitcminlngProc^uro, Section 7.13.04 Subetanca of Interview muat Be I^ad fR ord 

A complete written statement as to the substance of aQ>Lface-to-face or telephone interview with regard to an application must be made of record in the 
application, whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. 

§1.133 Intenrfews 



(b) In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons^ presented at the 
interview as warranting favorable action must be filsd by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for response to Office action as specified in §§ 
1,111,1.135. (35aS.C.132) 

§ 1.2. Business to be transacted in writing. All business with the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of 
applicants or their attonrieys or agents at the Patent and Trademark Office is unnecessary. The-action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively 
on the written record in the Office. No attention will be paid to any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or 
doubt. . . 

The action of the Paterit and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself Incomplete through the failure 
to record the'^ubstance of interviews. 

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file, unless the examiner indicates 
he or she will do so. It is the examiner's responsibility to see that such a record is made and to connect material inaccuracies which bear directly on the question of 
patentability. ; s s : ^ 

Examiners must complete a two-sheet cart>on interleaf Interview Summary Form for each interview held after January 1 , 1978 where a matter of substance has 
been discussed during the interview by checking the appropriate t>oxes and filling in the blanks in neat handwritten form using a ball point pen. Discussions regarding 
only procedural matters, directed solely to restriction requirements for which interview recordation Is othenAdse'provId^ for In Selctidn 612.01 of the Manual of Patent 
Examining Procedure, or pointing out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the tike, are excluded from the interview recordation procedures 

below. ■ . --''N. ; ...... J.' 

The Interview Summary Form shall be given an appropriate paper number, placed in the right hand portion of the,file, and listed oh the XonterttsMist on the file 
wrapper. The docket and serial register cards need not be updated to reflect interviews. In a personal intisrView. the diiplbate copy of the Form is removed and given 
to the applicant (or attorney or agent) at the conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephonic interview, the copy is mailed to the applicant's correspondence 
address either with or prior to the next official communkiatton. If additional correspondence from the examiner is not likely before an allowance or If other circumstances 
dictate, Vne Form should be mailed promptly after the telephonic interview rather than with the next official communicatkm. 

The Form provides for recordation of the following informatton: 

-Serial Number of the application % 
-Nameolapplicarit . .. - ' , ■ 

-Name of examiner \ 

-Date of interview ; : . ^ 

-Type of interview (personal or telephonic) 

- Name of participant(s)) (applicant, attorney or agent, etc.) 

-An indk:ation whether or not an exhifcNt was shown or a demonstration conducted v. - 

-An identifk:atk}n of the claims discussed 

- An identfficatkx) of the spedfk: prior art discussed 

-An imfication wtiether an agreement was reached and if so. a descriptton of the general nature of the agreentent (may be t>y attachment of a copy 
of amendments (k claims agreed as bekig aflowablel. (Agreemente as to allowabiji^ are tentative and do hot restrict further action t»y the examiner to the 
contrary^) ■ _> ' 'yj'" ' - ' v ■ ■ ■ ■ 

-The signature of the examiner who conducted the Interview 

- Names of other Patent and Trademark Office personnel present. 

The Form also contains a^staterhent reminding the applicant of his responsibility to rojord the substance of the intewiew. 

It is desireable that the examiri^r orally remind the applN^ant of his obti^ation to record the substarrce pif the tnten/iew in each case unless bath^applicant and 
ei^aminer agree that the examiner will jecord same: Wh^re the examiner agrees to record the sut^ance of the interview, ^ wher^it Is adequate^ mcorded on the 
Form or in an attachrrierit to the Fdrm.lhe ex^rhlner should check a box at the bottom of the Form infomiing the £^plk:ant thatftiS ftdild not supptemerit Itta Form by 
suttmittihgti dBparaterecordof the substance of the interview.. \ . A -x 

It should be noted, however, that the Interview Summairy Form witi not hormaity t>e considered a complete arid proper recordation of the Interview unless it includes, 
or is supplemented by Ihe applicanl^pr the exarriiner to include, all of the applicable items required betowvcohcisrning.the of the inten/iew: ^ . ' 

A complete and proper recordatk>n of the substance of any interview shouW include at least the following apptteajsle items: , . .. 

1) A brief descriptkjn of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conduct^,, \" . . . , ;^ / , . - , 

2) an identification of ^ claims discussed, ' , " \ 

3) an identification of specific prior art discussed, ... . .: 

4) an identification of the principai proposed amendments of. a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the Interview Surnmary 
Form completed by the examiner. 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner. The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or 
elaborals. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature 
or thrust of the principal arguments made to the examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to 
emphasize and fully describe those arguments which he feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner, 

6) a general iridication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and . ' 

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described In the Interview Stimmary Fomi completed by the exarriiner. 

Examiners are expected to carefuiiy review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complete or accurate, the examiner will give the 
applicant one month from the data of the notifying letter or the remainder of any period for response, whichever is longer, to complete the response and thereby avoid 
abandonmentof the application (37 CFR 1.135(c) ). , 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

Applicant's summary of what took place at the interview should be carefully checked to determine the accuracy of any argument or statement attributed to the 
examiner during the interview. If there is an inaccuracy and it bears directly on the question of patentability, it should ba pointed out in the next Office letter If the 
claims are allowable fof other reasons of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth his or her verston of the statement attributed to him. If the record is 
complete and accurate, the examiner should place the indication "Interview record OK" on the paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and 
the examiner's initials: 
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